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~ TO MR. R. CARLILE, DORCHESTER GAOL. 





Sir, Hambledon Hants, March 24, 1825. 
Evex anxious to come at the truth, particularly on a° sub- 
in which we are told the happiness or misery of man- 
kind So much depends and in which such a diversity of 
opinions exist, I was induced to request the proprietors of 
the Hampshire Chronicle to insert the following letter in 
thei'paper, which was done in July, 1823. 





“T0 THE EDITOR OF THE HAMPSHIRE 
“) - - COUNTY NEWSPAPER. 
ROR Sani» eo 


Sm, ¢ 





» | | 
“For the last eighteen months, I have been a constant 
aes weekly publication, entitled ‘The Republican’ 
m which every species obloquy and ridicule is thrown upon 
the religion of this country. . The work is printed and pub- 
lished in London, under the direction of a person of. the 
name of Carlile, who is, and has been for the last three years 
ipusoned in Dorehester Gaol and. fined fifteen hundred 
unds for selling works of this description. That the At- 
mey General in prosecuting this man, the Jury in findin 
mguuty, and the Judgein passing such a sentence, have al 
eit duty to the very extent of the law, I believe no 
deny ; but it has not stopped the sale of this publica- 
ane though several of his shopmen and shopwomen, 
28) Rave been prosecuted, fined and imprisoned for selling 
=O i question, it is still regularly circulated throught 
ate ', and read by many with the greatest avidity, 
~eeu€ral tenor and doctrines are : 
“> *hat the Christian religion is not founded in truth. 


“tie Tae e 
Jo «,, Pfitited and Published by R. Carlile, 84, Fleet Street. 
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514 THE REPUBLICAN. 


2nd. That the existence of an immaterial, intelligent, al. 
mighty power, and consequently a future state of rewards 
and punishment, is denied. 

Srd. That morality and religion have no connection 
whatever. | 

However strange and erroneous these doctrines may a 
pear to us Christians, they seem to be the firmly rooted opin- 


ions of this man, and he challenges the whole body of the 
clergy (the Right Reverend Bishops not excepted) to con- 
test these points with him by fair argument. That fifteen 
or twenty thousand clergymen, educated and receiving se- 
veral millions of pounds sterling annually to support the 
established religion of this country, besides the dissenting 
establishments, will stand by and suffer it to be thus tra- 
duced and vilified without wielding a pen in its defence, is 
a thing I cannot believe; and, therefore, Sir, my motive for 
wishing you to give this a place in your widely circulated 
paper is, that it may be known generally, and to the clergy 
in particular, that such doctrines are still disseminated 
through the country, and if they are founded, in falsehood, 
and, if they are of that pernicious tendency which the At- 
torney General, the Bishop of Llandaff, and Mr. Justice 
Bailey has declared them to be, I sincerely hope, that the 
time is not remote when they will receive a full and com- 
plete refutation, instead of legal punishment, that the minds 
of the people may be satisfied, without having their feel- 
ings outraged at what is now called religious persecution. 


“A SEEKER AFTER TRUTH.” 


Now, Sir, the above letter was answered by a writer who 
says “ There is not an argument that has ever been opposed 
to Christianity that has not been answered, and folios upon 
folios now lie upon the shelf, which infidelity dares not 
touch, and from the examination of which it shrinks with 
an invincible fear.” 

You, Sir, of course, saw these letters in that paper, be- 
cause, in your answer to the last, which was refused ad- 
mittance in that paper, and which afterwards appeared 
in “ The Republican,” you say, “As far as this asset 
tion” (meaning the above) “ applies to me, it Is ti 
true. I have anxiously sought after every thing that 
can be considered an evidence in favour of Christianity ; 
and, though it is possible, that many works written 10 de- 
fence of that religion have been beyond my reach, I feel so 
far convinced, that I have met with all the essential argu- 
ments, that I call upon your correspondent to point my at- 
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tention to one that I fear to encounter.” And you go.on 
and ask bim whether the following questions or objections 
can be cleared up. 

« First; What evidence, out of the New Testament, can 
be found, that the name of Jesus Christ, or the sect of Chris- 
tians, Was known in Jerusalem, before the destruction of that 

ity by Titus ? 

ye katy What evidence that any one book, gospel, or 
epistle, contained in the New Testament was written before 
that period ? 

“ And third: What evidence does the New Testament 
itself afford of the ascension of Jesus Christ, since those who 
are stated to have been eye witnesses of that scene, to 
wit: Matthew, John, Peter, James, and Jude have not. left 
even an allusion to such a circumstance in the writings as- 
cribed to them ?” 

Now, Sir, ever since I have seen these questions put by 
you to this writer, I have endeavoured to get them answer 
ed by putting them into the hands of Catholic Priests, Me- 
thodist Preachers and Clergymen of the Church of England. 
Oneof the latter has sent me an answer thereto, which you 
will receive with thisin his own hand writing, and which I 
trust you will have the candour to lay before your readers for 
their information. He has also favoured me with an essay on 
Deism and Atheism, which you will receive with the above. 

| Iam, Dear Sir, 
Your sympathizing admirer, 
JOHN GOLDSMITH. 





TO MR. JOHN GOLDSMITH, HAMBLEDON 
HANTS. 





—=—_ 


Str, Dorchester Gaol, April 20, 1825. 
Every kind of respect is due to the clergyman, who fairly 
stands up to defend his religion with the pen; but none to 
those Who shrink from that mode of defence and resort to 
4 by ot other modes of persecution. 1 am always, de- 
ued to have such an opponent as you have found for me, 

ough his name be concealed from me and the public. 

antes that 1 prefer the name; but as the. arguments and 
a are the matters to be dealt with, the absence of the name 
vo excuse for me to shrink from them. Had the 
“etgyman Signed his paper, the difference would have been, 
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that I should have addressed him instead of you. A teal 
name produces a greater effect in the neighbourhood, where 
the person is known; but yours will now prove on this head 
a good substitate for that of the clergyman. 

The best mode of publication that I can make of this ar. 
ticle is, to introduce it into this letter to you, and to com. 
ment upon it, confining the whole to two letters, yours to 
me and my answer. This is not correct, according to the 
ordinary rule of correspondence, as I'am sending to you 
back the paper that you have sent to me, but it will save the 
repetition of the paper in print, and without being objection. 
able to you be more satisfactory to every other reader. The 
clergyman’s paper purports to be an answer to three ques- 
tioris of mine, submitted to his notice by you, to which he 
has added some matter addressed to Deists and Atheists, 
partly argumentative and partly exhortatory. To this I have 
to reply, and for that purpose here introduce it. 





FIRST QUESTION. 


JosEPnus, in a passage of his Jewish Antiquities, which the op- 
posers of Christianity (unable to resist its force) have, contrary to 
all evidence, affirmed to be spurious—bears the following testi- 
mony to the character, miracles, and doctrines of Jesus Christ. 
‘After relating a sedition of the Jews against Pontius Pilate, which 
the lattér had quelled, he says, ‘‘ Now there was about this time 
Jesus a wise man, if it be lawful to call him a man; for he per- 
formed many wonderful works. He was a teacher of such men 
as received the truth with pleasure. He drew over to him many 
of the Jews, and also many of the Gentiles. This was the Chris- 
tian (‘oypeoroc ovroc nv)—And when Pilate, at the instigation of 
the principal men among us, had condemned him to the cross, 
those who loved him from the first, did not cease to adhere to 
him. For he appeared to them alive again, on the third day ; the 
divine prophets having foretold this, and ten thousand other won- 
derful things concerning him. And the tribe (or sect) of Chris- 
tians, so named from him, subsists to this time.” 
Josephus. Sect. Jud. Lib. xviii. c. 3. § 3. 


Again. The Talmuds, (which consist of a collection of Jewish 
traditions, which were committed to writing by a Jew in the se 
cond century) though blended with much error, and malicious in- 
sinuations aguinst Jesus Christ, refer to his nativity, relate his 
journey into Egypt, and do not deny that he performed many 
eminent miracles: but they absurdly ascribe them to his having 
acquired the right pronunciation of the Shemmaphoresb, or the i" 
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effable name of God, which they say he clandestinely stole out 
of the temple; or they impute it to the magic arts, which he 
arnt in Egypt, and exercised with greater dexterity than any 
other impostor now did!! They call him Jesus of Nazareth, the 
son of Mary, the Daughter of Eli, whose son he was without the 
knowledge of her husband. . 
Again. They own two witnesses were suborned to swear against 
him, and declare that he was crucified on the evening of the pass- 
over. ~ Mention is also made in these writings of several of his 
disciples, of Matthew, Thaddeus, and Banni, the name of him who 
was afterwards called Nicodemus, and of whom, as a very great, 
and pious ruler, much is related in these books. They also 
speak of James—say that the disciples of Jesus had power to 
work miracles, &c. &c. At the same time these acknowledged 
secon (which, if they prove nothing else, certainly, do prove, 
that the name of Jesus Christ, and the sect of Christians, was 
known in Jerusalem, before the destruction of that City by Titus) 
are blended with the most virulent aspersions of his character, as 
well as that of the virgin Mary and the Christians generally. 
See Dr. Gregory Sharpe’s Argument in Defence of Christian- 
ity, p. p. 40—48. London, 1775, 8vo. In his notes are the 
passages at length both in Hebrew and English. 


Of the Acta Pilati—Paley speaks (if I recollect right) at some 
length—though lost, they are referred to by Eusebius and Justin 
Martyr, The latter particularly in his first defence presented to 
rey «an Antonius Pius and the Roman Senate, about the 
year 140, having mentioned the Crucifixion of Jesus, &c. adds: 
“and that these things were so done, you may know from the Acts 
made in the time of Pontius Pilate.” The learned Tertullian also, 
A.D. 200, after speaking of the Saviour’s Crucifixion, Resurrec- 
ton and appearance to his disciples, and Ascension into Heaven in 
the sight of the same disciples, who were ordered to preach the 
Gospel, thus proceeds :—<‘‘ Of all these things relating to Christ, 
Pilate himself, (in his conscience already a Christian) sent an ac- 
count to Tiberius the Emperor, &c. &c. 

"eis another very remarkable passage in Josephus where 
Bae: of Ama the ob rg Pomerat from ae Romans, be 
sf gs happened to them by way of revenging the 
death of James the Seats the Brother of pt whom yd call 
st Then the Jews slew him, though a very just man.” 

Suetonius writing the Life of Claudius Cesar who died A. D. 
4, says, « Claudius Cesar expelled the Jews from Rome be- 
a. tumults at the instigation of Christ 
Pes Speaking of the Christians in the reign of Nero, says, 

~ ‘he author of that sect or name was Christus, who in the 
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reign of Tiberius was punished with death, as a criminal, by the 
procurator Pontius Pilate.” 
, Tacit. Annal. lib. xv, 44. 


Surely all these testimonies of Heathen adversaries—su. 
ciently prove that the name of Jesus Christ, or the sect of Chris- 
tians, was known, before the destruction of Jerusalem: and more 
might be brought from the collections of such testimonies which 
learned mén have made. 





SECOND QUESTION. 


We have evidence in the very books themselves: as 1 St. Peter 
iv. 8, and James vy. 8, compared with Luke xxi. 20, and Matt. 
xxiv. 33. And if we allow St. Peter to refer to the Destruction 
of Jerusalem in that passage, as it is always supposed—then 
Paul’s Epistles must have been prior to that event, because Peter 
mentions them 2 Peter iii. 16. Andif so, then St. Luke’s Gospel 
must also have been prior, because St. Paul quotes it—in | Tim. 
v. 18. “‘the labourer is worthy of his reward,” a passage which 
only occurs in Luke x. 7) | 

There is strong evidence also in the very Greek in which they 
are written. “‘ The language of the Greek Testament (says Bishop 
Marsh) is precisely such as we might expect from the persons to 
whom the several parts of it are ascribed. But we go still fur- 
ther, and say not only that the language of the Greek Testament 
accords with the situation of the persons to whom it is ascribed, 
but that it could not have been used by any person or persons 
who were in a different situation from that of the Apostles and 
Evangelists. It is necessary to have lived in the first century and 
to have been educated in Judea or Galilee, or in some adjacent 
country, to be enabled to write such a compound language 4s 
that of the Greek Testament. Unless some oriental dialect had 
been familiar to the persons who wrote the several books of the 
New Testament they could not have written that particular kind 
of Greek, which distinguishes those books from every Greek Clas- 
sic. Judea itself could not have produced in the second century 
the compositions which we find in the New Testament. The des- 
truction of Jerusalem, and the total subversion of the Jewish state, 
introduced new forms, and new relations, as well in language 4 
in policy. The language therefore of a fabrication attempted in 
the second century, would have borne a different character from 
that of writings composed in the same country before the destruc: 
tion of Jaaislow, 
; Bishop Marsh's Lectures. 


Only consider also, that neither Celsus nor Porphyry, the two 008! 
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ont of the early adversaries of the Christian Religion, even 
be ean passage doubt the genuineness of the Books which the 
Christians received—on the contrary they endeavour and profess 
to draw arguments from the writings received by Christians. 
Would they not have gladly upset the whole, by denying the ge- 
naineness of the books if possible—but that they could not do— 
and therefore never attempted. 

As to Heathens quoting or noticing these books, I know not 
how we can expect that they would do so—they were uninterest- 
ed about them, and generally despised and hated every thing Jew- 
ish—and they considered Christians (let us remember) a8 a branch 


of Judaism. 





THIRD QUESTION. 


Pernars Mr. Goldsmith may not be aware that the Gospel of St. 
Mark is allowed by the unanimous testimony of ancient writers, 
(as Clemens Alexandrinus, Jerome, Tertullian, &c. &c.) to have 
been written certainly under the eye, if not at the mouth of Sr. 
Prrer. And if so, the testimony to the Ascension, Mark xvi. 
19, must be allowed to be St. Peter’s testimony. Compare also, 
Luke xxiv. 50, 53, with Luke i. 12. See John xx, 17. at least an 
allusion! 1 Pet. iii. 22. a@ positive declaration. 

Jude 14, 15—Surely if he is to come from heaven. He must 
have goneinto heaven. Would the Apostle have used such lan- 
guage, if he did not believe Jesus was in Heaven ? 

John in Revelation repeatedly describes Jesus as in Heaven. 
We conclude, therefore, that he believed him to have ascended 


thither. 





FOR THE ATHEIST. 


“Tpity the man, who when he sees the sign of the wheatsheaf, 

sense enough to know, that there is a joiner, and somewhere 

a painter: but who, when he sees the wheatsheaf itself—is so 

stupid as not to say to himself—this had-a. wise and good creator.” 
* Robinson. 


And with regard to the Deist what simple or more power- 
ful argument than this ? | 
I ve the scriptures to be true and the word of God, be- 
cause they must have been written either by good, or wicked and 
haholy men. If they were written by good men, they would never 
said what they knew to be false, or endeavoured to deceive. 
by unholy men—they had never published to all the world that 
which they condemned themselves. 
And what if. we Christians should be leaning on a broken 
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reed?. It is one too slender to wound the breast that leans 
upon it? What and if there should bea world to come ? We know 
the worst. Death is an eternal sleep: and so none can ever 
arise to accuse us of credulity, to punish us for relying on a re- 
deemer, or to ridicule the daily self-denial, with which a real Chris. 
tian practises the graces of a holy life. 

Or be it, that the creed of the Deist should prove true. He 
boasts a merciful creed, and is eonfident that the Lord will never 
visit with his wrath the errors of the understandings, or be ex- 
treme to mark what has been done or believed amiss, from 
motives of humanity. If that there be a God that judgeth the 
_earth, doubtless, he will judge the Christians in pity, and accord- 
ing to his sincerity. And if there be verily a reward for the righ- 
teous, then will the Christians receive that reward. But if the 
Gospel speaks no lies, if Christ really and truly came into the 
world to save sinners, how shall we escape if we neglect so great 
salvation? If he that believeth not shall be damned, then is the 
unbeliever condemned already because he hath not believed on the 
only begotten son of God. The Deist may go to the place of tor- 
ment, and if the Gospel is true he will: but if Deism speak the 
will of God, the sincere and hoiy Christian cannot be: saved. 
Christianity therefore is better than Deism, because it is safer. 

But God forbid I should close the merits of Christianity by a 
reference to the cold and relentless topic of its safety alone. It 
comes not only with a shield against fear, but with the assurance 
of faith, for ‘‘ we know in whom we have believed, and are per- 
suaded that he is able to keep that which we have committed unto 
him till that day.” 

. BENSON. 


The first point for consideration is, the passage in Jose- 
phus about Jesus Christ. The clergyman says, that “ the 
opposers of Christianity, unable to resist its force, have, con- 
trary to all evidence, affirmed it to be spurious.” Here, I 
would ask the Gentleman, whether he has examined the 
controversy that was long and labouriously carried on upod 
the subjeci on the Continent, and whether, from that examl- 
nation, he is able to say, that the affirmation of the passage 
being an interpolation is contrary to all evidence? | confess, 
that Ihave not examined that controversy, it bas been be- 
yond my reach; but Gibbon examined it; and it has now 

n, or until now, an undisputed conclusion for a century 
past—that the passage is an interpolation. Independent . 
the internal evidence of the passage not being the writing 0 
Josephus, or of any Jew, but of some Christian, they, who 
conducted the negative side of the controversy, shewed, that 
the passage did not exist in the most early MSS. 
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Josephus never would have said, that Jesus was a teacher 
of such men as received the truth with pleasure, It would 
have been a self condemnation from the mouth of a 
Jew; indeed, from any man, buta Christian. And Jose- 

hus was a most rigid Jew, and had been a priest, if not high 
- jest 

Again, it is said: ‘‘ and when Pilate, at the instigation of 
the principal among us, had condemned him to the Cross, 
those who loved him from the first, did not cease to adhere 
to him; for he appeared to them alive again, on the third 
day ; the divine prophets baving foretold this and ten thou- 
sand oils eertit things i him. nae the tribe 
(or sect) of Christians, so named from him, subsists to this 
time.” 

In the first part of this extract, the writer makes Josephus 
cotemporary with the leading men who demanded the death 
of Jesus. ‘“ The leading men among us” is speaking in the 
present time. If we allow Josephus to have been forty 
years old, at the time of the taking of Jerusalem by 
Titus, he could have been but an infant at the time given 
for the crucifixion of Jesus: He could not have been 
old enough to know any thing of passing events, or to have 
counted himself as one among those who demanded the death 
of Jesus. If we give him ten years more, we cannot allow 
ae be old enough to write in such a strain. 

en, again, if we yield the admission of Josephus about - 
what the prophets foretold of Christ, may we be ask, why 
Josephus did not write more at large about bim; why he 
has not mentioned the books of the New Testament, nor any 
po hapa hy he has not mentioned a word about tbe 
es? it is clear, that this passage could have been 
nothing but the interpolation of a Christian, It stands iso- 
ated and has no connection with the matter before or after 
ma € very exisignce gy interpolation is a strong 
of, that no such person as Jesus Christ existed; that at 
the time of making the interpolation, there was no evidence 
aay ling of the kind; or the interpolation would not 
have en made as an auxiliary. Instead of being evidence 
for pemenenlty 5 it she damning fact against it. 
rson but a Christian can see the slightest prophec 
about Jesus, or such a person as Jesus, in the Old T vn 
pent. The Jews admit nothing of the kind. Mr. 
pee ne dissected the pretended prophecies and bas shewn 
"em to be ridiculously distorted. Therefore it is au out- 
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rage, it is altogether Christian, to make a Jew admit any 
thing of the kind. : 

Lastly as to interal evidence, the last sentence says: the 
sect of Christians so named from him subsists to this time. 
It is a well known fact, that the Christian sect went on ip. 
creasing, in some places and at some times rapidly, in and 
at others slowly ; therefore, bad Josephus seen the rise of 
the sect, he would not have expressed himself, as if he won- 
dered at their subsisting to the time of his writing: he must 
have spoken of their extension. The internal evidence of 
the passage wholly favours the idea of its being an interpo- 
lation; particularly when that circumstance is corroborated 
by the fact, that every piece of writing that we have relating 
to the first Christians is doubtful as to its author and noto- 
riously filled with interpolations. There is not a document 
in the New Testament that can be attested as the work ofa 
person, at atime and place. They all stand as anonymous, 
unauthenticated documents: the Gospels evidently forgeries 
or inventions, and many of the Epistles as certainly spu- 
rious. 

If we yield, asa matter of argument, that the passage in 
Josephus is not to be determined as to its worth on either 
side; that its internal evidence decides nothing; and that 
its absence in old manuscripts decides nothing, we, then, 
properly go in search of collateral evidence for the decision: 
we ask, who wrote in the first century from whom we might 
have expected a notice of Jesus Christ and his new sect? 
The answer is Philo, a much more valuable evidence than 
Josephus. Philo was the senior of Josephus, a much 
more learned man, a better writer, more celebrated among 
the Jews, and not only among the Jews, but among all 
the learned and curious in Europe, Asia and Africa. We 
have the clearest evidence, that he had arrived at the years 
of maturity before the period assigned to the birth of Jesus, 
and that he lived and acted as a public character many 
years after the period assigned’to the crucifixion of Jesus. 
He wasa delegate from the Alexandrian Jews to the Roman 
Senate, both in the reigns of Caligula and Claudius; the 
first time, only six years after the supposed crucifixion of Je- 
sus. And what has Philo left on record about Jesus Christ 
or Christians ? Nota word! He wrote elaborately upon all 
sects and upon all subjects then under discussion. His des- 
cription of a sect called Therapeutce has been su pposed to 
be the Christians; but it is all supposition ; there is not the 
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jeast proof to connect them, beyond the fact, that some of 
the Christians subsequently borrowed some of the customs 
of the Therapeute. 

Philo was a mystic, a follower of Plato, and incessantly 
using the word Logos to describe the Deity or God of Rea- 
son: indeed, some have been of opinion, that the Christian 
Religion was generated from the writings of Philo; the 
Epistle to the Hebrews is a complete imitation. And as 
much might be said for the stile of John’s Gospel, or the 
deduction of the Gospel from the birth of the Logos. In 
the following specimen of Philo’s stile of reasoning, you will 
discover that even Paley is a mere plagiarist from him, in 
his evidences for the existence of an intelligent deity. 

“]t'was an enquiry among the antients*, what sort of 
knowledge men have of the Deity t. The best of their phi- 
losophers said, that, from the contemplation of the seve- 
ral parts of the world, and their inherent qualities, we 
deduce the notion of a cause. For, if any one sees an edi- 
fice exquisitely well built, with its vestibales, porticoes, 
the proper halls and apartments for men and women, 
he will form an idea of the architect, and conclude 
such a house could not be raised without the contrivance of 
an artist. The same notion will arise from the view of a 
city, or a ship, or any such lesser or greater fabric: soif he 
turn his thoughts to a nobler structure, that of the world, and 
contemplates the revolution of the all-circumscribing heavens, 
the planets and fixed stars, that move with such universal 
harmony and advantage: the earth situated in the middle, the 
water and air widely diffused and confined to its proper 
bound: together with the animals of a transient or more 
lasting duration, and all the different species of vegetables 
and fruits ; he will certainly infer, that all this is the effect of 
exquisite art, the very workmanship of the Deity. They 
Who reason thus, discover the shadow of the divine being, 
and see the artist by his works. But there are some of a 
more PERFECT and refined intellect, who do not judge of the 
cause by its effects, as they do of a body by its shadow but 
being initiated in the sublimest mysteries, soar above the 


_* Who were Philo’s antients but the old Grecian Philosophers ? 
never could mean antient. Jews, as the Old Testament has 

nOargument about Deity. It is all narrative or declamation. He 

must mean the antient Greeks. 

_ 4 And this, is still. the enquiry! Two thousand years later, 

with all the aids of discoveries in different sciences, we know no 

more about Deity than did Philo’s antients. 
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creation, and take a direct view of the uncreated being ; they 
see him intuitively, as he is, they behold his, shadow, that 
is, his Zogos, and the-whole world.” 

“No one can comprehend the divine Nature: it is 
well if we are acquainted with his Name, that is, the 
Logos his messenger: who is the God of such imperfect 
creatures as we are; but to the wise, and to the PERFECT 
the supreme being alone is God.” 

“‘ The mind from an insatiable thirst of science, rises again 
above the world to contemplate the Deity himself: impa- 
tient of being confined to antique maxiws, it goes in search of 
more substantial rest.” 

Such was Philo, who wanted nothing but the modern 
seience of Chemistry and of Astronomy to have made him 
an atheist. The vastness of the visible solar systems dis- 
cards all idea of a workman, and the minuteness of material 
combirations renders the practicability of design impossi- 
ble, absurd. I pity the man, who cannot account for the 
growth of an ear of corn without the intervention of an art- 
ist. He is the stupid man, who seeks the aid of a workman 
for every material combination that he bebolds.. This is the 
answer of the atheist to the extract from Robinson. 

Pliny, the Natural Historian, was another writer of the 
first century, from whom we might have expected a notice 
of Jesus Christ and the sect of Christians, if any such per- 
sons had existed in that century. . The fact, that no writer, 
writing in that century, has noticed them, is a fact, to prove 
the passage in Josephus an interpolation, as a matter of ex- 
ternal evidence, and that no such matters happened in Asia, 
as are described in those fables called the Christian Gos- 
pels. 

When the Christian sect really began to exist, it obtained 
the same notice from public writers as other sects; and this 
is another circumstance to prove, that it did not exist in the 
first century, at least, not as reported in the New Testament. 
Scarcely a writer of the second century omits to notice the 
Christians. Pliny, the younger, the Proconsul under Tra- 
jan, was the first to notice them, and that, asa sect, then just 
started up in Asia Minor and itsneighbourhood. His friend, 
Tacitus, comes after him. Pliny noticed the Christians 
about the year 110 or 111; and Tacitus, as Gibbon calcu- 
lates, about the year 130; or, at least, many years after 
Pliny’s notice. But Tacitus speaks of Christians in the 
reigu of Nero. This is easily accounted for. In the reign 
of Nero, Tacitus was an infant, incapacitated for correct 
observation of men and things. The sect of Jews had but 
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just begun to spread themselves into and about Rome at that 
time, aud the Romans made no distinction between the Jews 
and first Christians: they passed at Rome under the com- 
mon name of Galileans. But the sovereign contempt with 
which Tacitus speaks of the Christians, in the early part of 
fhe second century, ought to shame a Christian from mak- 
ing him an authority for their existence. Speaking of these 
compounded Jews and Christians, in the reign of Nero, and 
up to his own time, he stiles them, infamous wretches, and 


ities them, who suffered by the persecution of Nero, as hav- | 


ing been already sufficiently punished in the adoption and 
observance of an execrable superstition. ‘Tacitus saw the 

rstition of both Jews and Christians precisely as I and 
others have since seen it—every thing that is detestable and 
injarjous to mankind. 

The Jewish Talmuds, here spoken of, were confessedly 
compiled in the second century; and seem to have taken 
their description of Jesus from the Toldoth Jesu, or Gospel 
according to the Jews, which I have published for sixpence 
No man that had a good cause to defend, would make the 
Jewish Talmuds an authority for any thing; but to prove 
that the Jews adopted an execrable superstition, which ren- 
dered them insane with respect to an observance of the real 
natare of things as they surround us. No one denies the ex- 
istence of the Christian sect in any part of the second centu- 
ty; all we contend for is, that there is no proof of its exist- 
‘ence in the first, no proof that such a person as Jesus Christ 
ever lived; and this circumstance removes the foundation of 
the hideous fabric of Christianity. 

Your clerical friend asserts, that these Talmuds, written 
in'the second century, prove, that such a person as Jesus 
Christ lived and died in Jerusalem in the first century. I say 
nay. It must first be shewn, that the writer of these Tal- 
muds ever lived in Jerusalem, to make the thing good as a 
teport. It was never known, tbat the Jews disputed the ex- 
istence of Jesus Christ; because, the fable grew up when it 
Was'too late'to dispute the leading facts. Jerusalem had 
been destroyed, and searcely a Jew of the second century 
lived, who could have known any thing precisely of what 
med, or did not happen, in Jerusalem in the first centu- 
ty. ‘There were’ then no files of printed Gazettes for refe- 
Tence; and an edition of Josephus consisted but of one co- 
i ‘The fact is; that, when the Jews saw a multitude of 

@ Gospels about Jesus Christ, a pretended Jew, who 
had set Up a new sect, and had been put to death by their 
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fathers, they also fabled their Gospel of Jesus Christ, as we 
fiud itin Toldoth Jesu, and in the Talmuds. 

The Acta Pilati, or Acts of Pilate, are admittedly lost 
and, if not, no well read person in the Christian history 
would fora moment contend for their genuineness. [| can 
give some little credit to the book called the * Acts of Paul 
and Thecla,” because there is corroborating evidence; and 
even this is admitted by Christians to be spurious. The 
truth is, that the whole of Christianity is of base and fabu- 
lous origin, which a knowledge of the scieuces, as they are 
now known, proves, without a reference to any written or 
printed books. The words of Justin Martyr or of Eusebius 
are not entitled to the least credit, where there is an absence 
of corroborating testimony. They were both weak and no- 
toriously corrupt writers. The pretended communication 
from Pilate to Tiberius, and from Tiberius to the Roman 
Senate, about Jesus Christ, is a detected forgery, and has 
been long given up by all Christians, who are critical in 
their historical researches. But what need have we of de- 
tail about what was said or done in the second century, af- 
ter the superstition was fairly on foot; whilst all history and 
all evidence, excludes the existence of such a superstition 
from the first century? In Letters to Judge Bailey, pub- 
lished towards the end of last year, I have shewn, that the 
New Testament itself has internal evidence, that no such a 
person as Jesus Christ ever existed. The epistles of Paul 
prove, that the superstition was founded upon the old tradi- 
tion of the Logos, or Son of God, or God of Reason perse- 
cuted by force and strength: that it is a mere emanation 
from the mystic dogmas of Plato and Philo, fabulously 
grafted upon Jewish History, after Jerusalem was destroy- 
ed, and when detection, as to precise facts, was not to be 
made. It no more becomes me to dispute the present ex- 
istence of the Christian Idolatry with its sayings and doings, 
than to dispute the sayings and doings of the second centu- 
tury. .1f I dispute successfully all that are attributed to the 
first century, I do all that is necessary for the exposure and 
overthrow. of the Christian Religion: and it is matter both 
of amusementand of astonishment to me, to see our legislature 
occupied in controversial disputes, and in legislating upo? 
the errors of sects, giving benefits to the holder of this non- 
sense, and penalties to the holder of that nonsense ; whilst / 
strike down the whole thing, and shew them, that they may 
wisely settle the reckoning, divide the spoils of Mother 
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Church, bury her, and, from shame, say no more about. the 
matter, so disgraceful to all connected with it. 

Your friend’s extract from Suetonius is a proof, that there 
was no distinction made at Rome between Jews and Chris- 
tians. _He speaks of Jews expelled from Rome in the reign 
of Claudius; because there were continual tumults at the in- 
stigation of Christ. This is making Jesus Christ to dwell at 
Rome among the Jews. Suetonius, be it remembered, 
wrote some few years later than Tacitus, and it is clear, that 
he has combined circumstances of the time of his writing 
with others of a former century. 

Interpolations are now incessantly creeping into printed 
copies of books. Even Mr. Paine’s writings have been in- 
terpolated, though not by me. He mentions one case, 
which he detected in the first part of Age of Reason witbin 
a few years of its appearance; and his friend Mr. John Fel- 
lows of New York, who printed the first American edition 
of Age of Reason, has just communicated another to me, 
where in speaking of the Greek language he says, we know 
it not as well as a Grecian Milk Maid knew it; and as to 
the idiom, not so well as the cows which she milked. What 
issaid about the idiom, is an interpolation. But, before 
ptinting existed, manuscripts were outrageously interpolat- 
ed; by the scribes and other interested persons; therefore, in 
the absence of all corroborating testimony, I look upon eve- 

allusion to Christ, in Josephus, to be an interpolation. 

he writings of Philo seem, at least, to have escaped Chris- 
tian interpolation, : 

Your clerical friend has, doubtles, made the best collection 
of supposed testimonies for his religion, that he could make; 
indeed 1 know he has; for I have been so long and labouri- 
ously engaged in this controversy, that I can anticipate eve- 
ty word that can be adduced by my opponents; there is ne- 
cessarily a sameness-throughout them, and as they come 
against me ignorant of what I have previously written or 
published upon the subject, I have a very great advantage 
over them; though it is tedious to myself and readers, to have 
lo do over the same task again with every new opponent. 

@ legislature ought to appoint a Committee to examine 
all evidence forand against the Christian Religion and to 
decide accordingly. This must eventually be done; and 
this will at once supersede all nonsense about Catholic 
“ims, and Test Acts, and Established Church, and Chris- 
canity being part and parcel of the law of the land. If 1 


get into Parliament, I would have it soon done. It 
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should take the lead of al] less important business. I would 
broach the subject there precisely as I broach it here: and 
there even a corrupt majority could not long stand against 
it. Without vanity, I think, that-I may say, the legislature 
wants a man of my temper to purify it and the country. 
Mr. Cobbett and Mr. Hunt have made great exertions to 
get into parliament; but, upon all their past pretensions, if 
there, they would lose themselves and make no more figure 
that Butterworth makes, or than Ex Sheriff Parkins makes 
when he makes a speech. The man wanted, asa leading 
reformer in this country, is a man free from hypocrisy; and 
this is not the case with either Mr. Cobbett or Mr. Hunt. 
He should also be undeviatingly honest and consistent; and 
this is a matter in which they have shewn themselves la- 
mentably deficient. Calculating on the past, no man can re- 
ly upen either of them, for any useful purpose. He should 
also be both morally and physically bold, to all extremities, 
.and here we have seen both of our would-be-leaders defec- 
tive. lIonce thought differently of both Mr. Cobbett and 
Mr. Hunt, before my own views were matured, and before 
they had shewn so many discrepancies; but I now think, 
that neither of them will ever get into parliament, and that, 
if there, neither of them would do any good. Mr. Cobbett 
once said, that all were short of the mark, who boggled at 
his note forging scheme; and wisely short of that mark; 
but, I conceit, that all are short of the right mark who are 
not advanced in views of men and things to where | am. 
Religion, or state religion, without exception, is the great- 
est political evil throughout Europe and America. It is the 
link to all other abuses; the anchor to which all corruptions 
are fastened. With it, there can be no political integrity; 
without it, every political system would speedily purify it- 
self. It is the pabulum of abuse and corruption; the state 
canker; the epidemical disease of the human mind. Like 
ardent spirits, it corrodes under a notion of comforting, and 
destroys the very source of healthful pleasures. 

I now think, that I may fairly put the negative upon my 
first question, and say, that there is no evidence out of the 
New Testament, to shew, that the name of Jesus Christ, of 
that the sect of Christians, was known in Jerusalem before 
the destruction of that city by Titus, or even within the first 
century. 

With the Clergyman’s observations on the second question, 
I shall have need to deal but briefly. Three of the refe- 
rences given'to the New Testament do not at all allude to the 
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sestion, those to Peter, James and Matthew; they clearly al- 
inde to that fabled coming of Jesus Christ, which gave such 
seal to the early Christians, and which formed the pivot of 
their doctrines the very. basis of their sect, for near a century, 
and which is even preached to this day; asifa lapse of seven- 
teen hundred years could not satisfy the poor deluded crea- 
tures upon this head. But the reference to Luke makes ex- 

ress allusion to the compassing of Jerusalem with armies. 
My answer to this is, that it was written after Jerusalem 
had been so compassed with armies. By the preamble to 
Luke’s Gospel, we find it addressed to Theophilus, who was 
Bishop of Antioch after the middie of the second century, 
or between the years 160 and 70. Luke was a physician of 
Antioch. Luke also confesses, that bis was amoug the last 
written Gospels, and he writes for the avowed purpose of 
mending the tale. At the 32nd verse of this 24th chapter, 
Luke says, ‘ Verily I say unto you, This generation shall 
not pass away, till all be fulfilled.’ One of these fulfilments 
was to have been the ‘Son of Man coming in a cloud with 
power and great glory’! now, will your friend be so good to 
describe the extent of a Gospel generation? Jerusalem has 
been encompassed with armies again and again since that 
time,and doubtless, will be again, if the wretched place be 
worth the notice of an army; therefore, what can sucha 
pretended prophecy as this of Luke’s prove? Even in the 
last year, we heard, that the pretended holy sepuichre, and 
the half of the houses which then formed the town, had been 
destroyed by an earthquake. So we see, that this God, or 
that these Gods, of the Christians, either cannot preserve 
their sacred places, or care not about them. 

The reference to 2 Peter iii. 16, proves nothing for the 
question, proves nothing, but that the writer had read some 
epistles of Paul. But this second epistle of Peter was not 
admitted to be a canonical book, until after the Council of 
Nice, when, according to the authority of Pappus, in his 
Synodicon to that council, the Bishopsassembled, “ having 
ee cosy put all the books under the communion ta- 

ita church, they besought the Lord, that the inspired 
records might get upon the table, while the spurious ones re- 
mained underneath, which accordingly happened”! All the 
Fathers of the Church, before that time, looked upon this 

epistle asa forgery upon the name of Peter. Euse- 
Hous, who was cotemporary with the council of Nice, ad- 
mils its spuriousness; “ yet, because it seemed useful to the 

No 17, Vol XI. 
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multitude, it was usually read (in the churches) with the 
other scriptures.” This circumstance undermines the fur- 
ther fabrication built upon this foundation. 

Bishop March’s argument, about the stile of the Greek ip 
which the New Testament is written, is, I confess, above 
my reach ; but there is one countervailing question, and that 
is, why they were written in Greek? Had the Christian 
Religion originated at Jerusalem, had it been of Jewish ori- 
gin, had Jesus Christ been a Jew and all his disciples Jews, 
had Paul been a Jew, as it is stated in the New Testament, 
is it not more reasonable to suppose, that the Gospels and 
Epistles had existed originally in the Hebrew Language? 
The circumstance of their having been written in a barbar- 
ous Greek, or, in a mixture of Greek and Asiatic Lan- 
guages, proves nothing more, than that the writers were illi- 
terate wanderers, who had a smattering of different lap- 
guages: and, instead of proving that.they were the work of 
the first century, or before the destruction of Jerusalem, it 
proves, that they were the work of the second century, when 
the Hebrew Language had ceased to be a national language, 
by the dispersion and all but annihilation of the Jews. | 
have long since given up the idea that Paul was a Jew, or 
that the Christian Religion was of Jewish origin. In the 
epistle to the Romans, chap. xvi. ver. 13, Paul sends hissa- 
lutation to his mother at Rome; and that Paul is a common 
Roman or Latin name, asan abbreviation of Paulus, is well 
known. In the Acts of the Apostles, there is no clear con- 
nection between the two names and persons, Saul and Paul, 
nor any reason given why the tale began in the name of 
Saul and ended in that of Paul. The change of name Is 4 
sth mark of fable, or of the mixing up of two persons and 
tales, 

There is another singular fact connected with this epis- 
tle to the Romans, which shuts the origin of the Christian 
Religion out of Asia. In the common version, chap. XVI. 
ver. 5, Paul is made to say: “ Salute my well-beloved 
Epenetus, who is the first fruits of Achaia unto Christ. 
But I have detected this word Achaia to be an error, and 
that it should be Asia. Itis Asia both in the Greek avd 
English of a New Testament now before me: “ Salute my 
dear Epenetus, who is the first Christian convert of Asia. 
This sentence speaks volumes upon the matter, and it is fur- 
ther corroborated by reference to 1 Corinthians chap. X¥'- 
ver. 15, where the house of Stephanas is pronounced to be 
the first fruits of Achaia, which was a district of Europe@® 
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Greece, or a part of the Morea. That celebrated critical 
reader of the MSS. of the New Testament, Dr. Mills, bad 
no doubt that 4sta was the true reading, though, in modern 
copies, Achaia had been substituted. There were urgent 
reasons for the substitution; for, when we are told, that 
Epenetus was the first Asiatic Christian convert, modern 
Christianity has its death blow, in the discovery, that it is a 
fabulous system of idolatry of European origin. This also 
explains, why all the Gospels and Epistles and Acts and Re- 
yelations were written in the Greek tongue, aud in barbar- 
ous Greek. ‘This overthrows the argument and inference of 
of Bishop March. 

Nothiag said by the Clergyman shakes my third question. 
The testimony of the ancient fathers is not worth a tittle, as 
to who was the author of Mark’s Gospel. They could state 
nothing positively, and we affirm, that the Christian Reli- 
gion is wholly founded upon invented tales, and not upon 
narratives of circumstances that really did occur. The an- 
cient fathers, as they are called, were some of the veriest 
blockheads that ever lived; and one of my future assaults 
upon Christianity will be, if practicable, to collect all the 
preserved writings of these ancient fathers, and to print them 
inacheap form. These ancient fathers were generally, in 
point of intellect, the scum of their times. I[ repeat, what | 
have before said to Mr. Cobbett, that a correct Christian 
History, or a history of Christianity embracing all existing 
evidence, drawn up by an impartial person, would be the 
most powerful antichristian work that could be now pub- 
lished; and to this end I purpose to collect all the writings 
of the ancient fathers. 

It is admitted, that the Gospels of Mark and Luke and 
the Acts of the Apostles are the foundations of the doctrine 
of the Ascension - We will not puzzle the clergyman, b 

. P y y 
asking him, astronomically, what ascension means, and 
where it points; or what or where is heaven. But we will 
Keep to our text, and say, that none of the twelve disciples, 
alleged to have been witnesses of the ascension, have left 
usany record of it. In answer to your clerical neighbour’s 
only argument, I have to say, that the spirits of all good 
‘Mristians are now allowed to go immediately to heaven at 
death and to be in heaven; but no ohe argues that they as- 
cend bodily, as all our modern eronauts have come back 
again from the attempt, some dead and some alive. And if 
Weare so rash as to be critical about the words spirit and 
we reduce both to zero, we bring all christians to 
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Zerotarianism. The references given by our opponent are 
references. only to the common Christian mode of going to 
heaven, and not to bodily ascension. The ancient fathers 
too, will neither allow Jude’s Epistle nor Jobn’s Apocalypse 
to be canonical, nor the work of the two disciples. 

With the futile argument against Atheism, I have already 
dealt; that against Deism, as coming from a Cbristian, js 
still more weak, though borrowed from the religious tracts 
of the day. I do not consider the question with reference 
to futurity ; but upon its effects upon maukind as they pass 
through life: and here all my examinations and deductions 
exhibit religion to me as the greatest vice among mankind. 
] have passed the state of mind, at which I could defend the 
point as a Deist, and I see myself, under that state of mind, 
to have been very little superior to the Christian; therefore, 
I will only, hereafter, maintain my grouud as an atheist or 
materialist. Until the modern science of chemistry can be 
overthrown ; until it can be shewn, that the known elements 
of matter cannot combine and form existing identities witb- 
out the action of a distinct intelligent power to controul eve- 
ry particle of that matter; until this can be shewn, and how 
that intelligence can act. upon that matter by volition, | am, 
and must be, from necessity, an atheist. 1 have not formed 
the conclusion by volition; but my experience bas formed 
it even against my will or interest. I am ouly honest 
enough to publish my experience; and the man that dares 
not to do this is an unhappy and degraded slave. It is, or 
will be, admitted: by all theists, that God cannot mould all 
identities by hands or mechanical agency, he cannot be so 
working every where at one time. This is a difficulty which 
they cannot surmount; they, therefore, make their idol to 
work by the power of will: This I cannotcomprehend. | 
caunot see intellect capable of working in any such manner. 
I put down my pen und say: now pen, IJ will, that you move 
and make the next sentence without the aid of my hand and 
merely at the pleasure of that will. The pen moves not! 
No sentence -is made—my will is powerless without me- 
chanical agency; itis, in fact, but a part of that mechanism 
which my body forms. Let the theists then explain how 
the will or intellect can act without mechanical aid, and 
what is the mechanical power of their God. I have ex 
amined this point, and find the smallest amount of difficul- 
ty. in believing, that matter, by its power of becoming both 
fixed and fluid, according to its elementary combinations, ! 
equal to the constitution of all that we behold. There is, ! 
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confess, a difficulty remaining, my knowledge does not em- 
brace a definition of matter. I cau apply some general 
terms toit; but itis not to be expected, that the human mind 
can comprebend that vast whole of which itself is but a mi- 
nute part, and whose perceptions are confined within so nar- 
row a sphere. Itcan only know what it can perceive by de- 
monstration or by analogy. I have neither demonstration 
nor analogy to make me believe about a God, about a devil, 
about a heaven, as a place for eternal happiness, or about a 
hell,as a place for eternal torment; but | have both demon- 
stration and analogy to make me believe, that religion is vice, 
and that morality is the only rule of human action that is es- 
sential to happiness so long as sensation lasts. I have de- 
monstration, that religion and idolatry are synonimous words, 
in the absence of all demonstration or analogy to prove the 
existence of that God which your clerical neighbour 
preaches, or any kind of intelligent God. 


I remain your godless friend, 
And much obliged Servant, 
RICHARD CARLILE., 














The following correspondence will explain itself. No ans- 
wer has been received from Mr. Peel, in time to notice it 
_ here, or at the end of a forinight. To do me justice, Mr. 
Hume should move for the papers in the House of Com- 
mons. I am quite sure, that the conduct of my enemies 
will not bear comparison with mine: so let them shew it, 
if they like. 
. R.C. 





COPY OF A LETTER SENT TO THE RIGHT 
HONOURABLE ROBERT PEEL, SECRETARY 
‘OF STATE FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT. 


Sir, | Dorchester Gaol, April 14, 1825. 
Tae public papers of this country, during the last, and in 
present, session of Parliament, having printed, as your 
Speech, in answer to my application to Parliament for an in- 
vestigation of my case, certain statements as to my conduct 
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in this Gaol, which are wholly untrue, and which imputed 
conduct has been assigned as a reason for my long con- 
tinued imprisonment, I have failed in an endeavour to as. 
certain, from the Magistrates of this county, whether they 
have made such reports to you, or whether they could have 
truly made such reports; and, as the Visiting Magistrates 
have referred me to you, for the particulars of any state- 
ments they have made to you or your predecessor concern- 
ing me, | hope it will not be considered contrary to official 
etiquette to furnish me with copies of such statements, that | 
may have ai opportunity to justify my conduct in this Gaol, 
if it has been misrepresented, in any place, or by any per- 
sons. The-subjoined correspondence will explain the 
ground on which I stand with regard to the Visiting Magis- 
trates, and, as I have detected them in falsehoods in other 
cases, and have traced several private traducements of my 
character and conduct to them and the Gaoler, I hope to 
find in you that sense of justice, that will not withhold such 
copies of statements sought, even though you might have 
been so far misled as to credit them and to make public 
statements from them. 


I am, Sir, your avowed prisoner, 
RICHARD CARLILE. 





COPY OF A LETTER SENT TO THE VISITING 
MAGISTRATES FOR DORCHESTER GAOL. 





GENTLEMEN, Dorchester Gaol, March 31, 1820. 
Mk. PEEL, the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, as a member of the House of Commons, is reported, 
in the publi¢ papers, to have said, in answer to two petitions 
of mine to that house for redress, that J had brought upon 
myself the severity of treatment which I have received in 
this Gaol, by refusing to comply with the regulations of the 
Gaol: that I have studiously endeavoured to corrupt the in- 
mates of this Gaol: and that I had threatened to murder 
the Keeper or any person that should oppose my goings oul 

;' of the Gaol. I 

I give the negative to the three assertions, and say, that 

have done nothing, whilst in this Gaol, contrary (o the re 


gulations of the Gaol, nothing, that, for a moment, ] wish- 
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ed to be concealed from the Visiting Magistrates, or from 

any other person: that I have not sought, in any degree, 
nor through any means, directly or indirectly, to corrupt, 
er even to comunicate in any way with, the prisoners, nor 
with any one prisoner: and that J never did say or write a 
word about killing any keeper or other person who should 
oppose my going out of the Gaol. 

Determined, that the men who have oppressed, and who 
do oppress, me shall not justify that oppression to the pub- 
lic by unrefuted lies, I will thank the Visiting Magistrates 
to cause a written communication to be made to me, for the 
purpose of publicity, to say, whether, they have ever made 

such report to Mr. Peel, as he is reported to have made 
to the House of Commons, and, whether, they could have tru- 
ly made such a report. 
I am, Gentlemen, your obedient Servant 
RICHARD CARLILE. 





COPY OF ANSWER. 
TO MR. CARLILE. 





Sir, Castle, Dorchester, April 8, 1825. 
Tue Visiting Justices have directed me to inform you, in 
answer to your letter of the 3lst ultimo, that, as Mr. Peel is 
in possession of all the communications which have been 
made at any time to the Secretary of State, with reference 
to you, they can only leave you to apply to him for any ex- 

lanation which you may require, respecting what may have 
said by him in the House of Commons. 


Fam, Sir, your obedient Servant, 
R. W. ANDREWS. 





COPY OF A PETITION SENT TO THE WOR- 
-SHIPFUL MAGISTRATES FOR THE COUNTY 
OF DORSET IN SESSION ASSEMBLED. 


a 


The petition of Richard Carlile, a prisoner in 

-. Dorchester Gaol, sheweth :— 
That, from reports of speeches made by Mr. Peel, the Se- 
cretary of State for the Home Department, in the House of 
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Commons, relating to your petitioner, he has long suspect- 
ed, that the Secretary of State has received written misre- 
presentations of your petitioner’s conduct, in this Gaol, from 
the authorities of the Gaol, which suspicion has been in. 
creased, by an evasion of the question, on the part of the 
Visiting Magistrates. He therefore prayeth, that your 
Worships will be pleased to direct, that copies be made for 
him, or that he may be allowed to make copies for himself, 
from the original documents, of all orders entered on the 
Gaol Books, of all written observations made by any of the 
authorities of the Gaol in the Gaol Books, and of all com- 
munications, of which copies might have been preserved in 
the Gaol, made by such, or any one or more of such autho- 
rities, to the Secretary of State, or to any other public au- 
thority, relating to your petitioner. 

Your petitioner hopes, that this request will not be deem- 
ed extraordinary by your Worship, when you are informed, 
that Mr. Peel said, in the House of Commons, on the 29th 
ult., that your petitioners imprisonment has been greatly 
lengthened, and was still continued, in consequence of cer- 
tain reports of his conduct in this Gaol. Your petitioner, 
therefore, seeks those documents for the purpose of justifying 
to Mr. Peel his conduct in this Gaol, as he is assured, that no 
person connected with the Gaol can impeach that conduct 
in your petitioner’s presence, or where he can answer for 
himself. 


RICHARD CARLILE. 
Dorchester Gaol, April 12, 1825. 





COPY OF ANSWER TO PETITION. 
TO MR. RICHARD CARLILE, DORCHESTER GAOL. 





Sir, Dorchester, April 13, 1825. 
I aM directed by the Justices in Sessions to inform you, that 
your Petition addressed to them, has been laid before them, 
and taken into their consideration; and that they decline 
complying with the prayer of it. 
I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 
THOMAS FOX, 


Deputy Clerk of the Peace for Dorset. 
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CHRISTIAN EVIDENCE SOCIETY. 





TO THF EDITOR OF THE REPUBLICAN. 


Sir, London, April 11,.1825. 
Tur readers of your Republican may not perhaps be aware 
of the existence of a Society in London, which seems to pos- 
sess peculiar claims on the patronage and support of all 
friends to the cause of religious liberty and free inquiry. 
Having attended the meetings of this Society pretty con- 
stantly, lam most happy to report its apparent success, and 
my strong conviction of its eventual issue—in the final over- 
throw of every species of priestcraft and imposture, and the 
triumph of the glorious cause of Reason and Truth. The 
Society has now existed upwards of five months—its meet- 
ings have been most numerously and respectably attended— 
and its discussions conducted with that cordiality, good feel- 
ings, and mutual satisfaction which must ever attend the 
uganimity of a sincere and conscientious pursuit of “ THE 
TRUTH, THE WHOLE TRUTH, AND NOTHING ELSE BUT THE 
TRUTH.” 

The meetings have been generally held in the Crown 
Room, Crown and Anchor, Strand. An auxiliary branch 
has been opeued for the city, and the Meetings of this branch 
are now held regularly every Friday Evening in the Great 
Room, Paul’s Head, Cateaton Street. ‘The most respectful 
invitations have been sent by the Committee of Society to all 
the popular Ministers and Preachers of the day to come 
forward and maintain by rational discussion, on grounds of 
equal and fair controversy, the doctrines which they atpre- , 
sent venture only to assert where they are secure from the 
liability to be questioned, or called on to give proof or shew 
Cause. They have been assured of the attention of a liberal 
and enlightened auditory, and offered every possible advan- 
lage, both of addressing the meeting first, and for any rea- 
sonable length of time, and the privilege of reply: and those 
who have advocated the Christian cause, have always been 
listened to with marked and peculiar favour. Any thing 
that has seemed but Jike an argument, even the earnestness 
of expression, that has but seemed to shew sincerity of feel- 
ing'on the Christian side of the discussion, has been in every 
lastance met with grateful respect by the respondent, and 
with the most animating applause of the whole com- 
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pany. But the more crafty preachers of established pop. 
seuse has betrayed, by their general policy with respect to 
this society, that where they cannot have ALL THE say to 
themselves, they have nothing to say ; and even the Unita. 
rian Clergy, those loud pretenders to liberality, and impu- 
dent challengers of inquiry and investigation, draw in their 
horns from the conflict of learning, eloquence, and talent 
and shrink like pejurors and felons, from the ordeal of a cross 
examination, that is likely to discover the secret of their 
craft, that they have preached to their stupid and infatuated 
congregations what they do not believe themselves. And 
that their doctrine of the resurrection of Christ is as little sup- 
ported by evidence or congruous with reason, as the inca- 
mation of Vichenon or the mystery of transubstantiation. 

The pastors of the sheepish multitude can no longer gull 
the world by a monopoly of learning, eloquence, and pie- 
ty, since the orators of the Christian Evidence Society, whom 
I have hitherto heard, are in general men of the very high- 
est literary attainments, and possest of powers of eloquence 
and declamation not a whit inferior to the Irvings, Parsons 
Hawkers and Wilsons, of fanaticism, of which there cannot 
be a greater proof than the unwearied attention of three 
hours, paid by an auditory composed of a large proportion 
of the fair sex, many of whom come three or four miles dis- 
tance. The zeal ofthe fair sex in the cause of free and un- 
controuled discussion, is a most flattering omen to the hopes 
of the Society—their presence has at once exalted and con- 
secrated its | a nipl and their movement in the march of 
_the human mind sounds the last knell to the occupation of 
priestcraft. The best and tenderest breasts may be the vic- 
tims of fanaticism, but will not be the agents of fraud; and 
the Christian Evidence Society, by tearing off the mask of 
sincerity from the professors of a gainful superstition, and 
discovering to the world, that they cannot and dare not 
stand before the light of rational inquiry—will deliver con- 
scientious simplicity out of their hands, and leave them only 
the tools of their craft, the slaves of their power, and the 
abettors of their villainy. 1 enclose you a copy of the rules 
of the Society, and am happy to have learned from the Se- 
cretary, that the friends of the Society are competent and 
determined to establish it on a basis, that will ensure its pet 
manent continuance and extended usefulness. 


I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 
C. MIDDLETON. 
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CHRISTIAN EVIDENCE SOCIETY 


INSTITUTED ROR THE SUPPRESSION OF INFIDELITY AND 
SCEPTICISM BY MEANS OF RATIONAL DISCUSSION ALONE. 





« The Prophets prophecy falsely, and the Priests bear rule by 
their means. —Jer. chap. v. ver. 31. 

«“ Take heed, lest any man deceive you.” —Mark chap. v. ver, 13. 

« GOD shall send them strong delusion, thatthey should believe 
alie, that they ALL might be damned.”—2 Thess. chap. ii. ver. 11. 


“ Be ready always to give an answer to every man that asketh 
you a reason of the hope that is in you.”—I Pet. chap. iii. ver. 15. 





MANY sincere and conscientious believers having witnessed 
with chagrin and sorrow the great dishenour reflected upon 
our most Holy Faith by the late prosecutions for blasphemy, 
and deeply convinced that TRUTH neither needs nor allows 
any such means for hér defence, but must assuredly triumph 
as the result of a calm and ingenuous investigation of ber 
sacted claims, have formed themselves into the present So- 
ciety, which will meet every Friday evening, at the Crown 
and Anchor Tavern, Strand. 

lts business will invariably commence at Seven o’Clock, 
and close at half past Ten. 

The Chairman will for the first half hour of each evening, 
audibly and solemnly read, without any observation or com- 
ment of his own, a lesson selected from the best and most 
approved writers on the Evidences of the Christian Religion ; 
as Paley, Doddridge, Butler, Clarke, Grotius, Watson, 
Bogue, Faber, Thompson, Jones, Marsb, or whatever other 
writers may come forward as advocates of the Christian 
cause; the matter so read shall supply the subject of each 
evening’s debate, and be open to uncontrolled discussion by 
persons ofall religious persuasions who shall be members of 
this Society, or introduced as friends of members, observing 

only the ordinary rules of politeness and mutual courtesy, 
' and subject to the Chairman’s call to order, relevancy, time, 
and propriety. 

The Chairman shall at the close of each Discussion, an- 
nounce the reading for the subsequent evening, and take the 
sense of the company by a shew of hands, whether the matter 
Which has been read as evidence of the Christian Religion, 
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after the Discussion held upon it, be to be pronounced vazip 
or INVALID. If the Discussion be adjourned, the same read- 
ing shall be repeated every evening till the verdict shall be 
established. | 

The decision sball be RECORDED and signed by the Chair. 
man on the page of the book where the reading closed: and 
the Committee of the Society will from time to time publish 
RS SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE of the Christian Religion, the 
matter which has carried a verdict, together with the most 
plausible objections which has been overruled against it. 

The time allowed to each speaker shall not exceed twenty 
minutes; nor shall any speaker be heard more than once on 
the same evening ; except the opener of the Discussion, who 
shall have the right of closing it; and excepting the favor 
which the Chairman may in his discretion grant to matter or 
manner of extraordinary interest and merit. 


TERMS OF SUBSCRIPTION. 


One Guinea per Quarter paid in advance into the hands 
of the Secretary. Donations—no fixed sum. 

‘Lo prevent the overcrowding of the Room, Subscribers’ 
tickets of admission will be issued only to the extent of-ac- 
commodation: and to preserve the independence and solem- 
nity which should attach to all INQUIRIES AFTER TRUTH, 
none but members will be allowed to address the Society, 
or friends of Members having previously signified their ia- 
tention of doing so, in writing, to the Secretary: and the 
verdict to be recorded without any expression of applause 
or censure. 


Seats to be preserved for the ladies. 


All communications to be addressed post paid, to “ The 
Reverend Robert Taylor, A. B., Chaplain and Secretary to 
the Christian Evidence Society, 319, Strand.” 


| ROBERT TAYLOR, A.B. 
October, 1824. 
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THE ABSURDITY OF THE JEWISH 
CHRONOLOGY. 





Mr. CaRLILE, London, April 22, 1825. 
As I have not perused many of your excellent publications, 
it may happen that the following opinions are impertinent : 
if they be not, they are much at the service of one of the 
most persecuted, yet enlightened, and intrepid literati of this, 
orofany age. Youask me my opinion concerning the period 
of ime—which the Hindoos possessed Egypt. I must not 
disguise—I have been much disappointed in the, I fear, sine 
die, delay of publishing the Asiatic researches and records— 
especially those collated by Sir William Jones, and Captain 
Wilford. I therefore must canfine myself to those very ancient 
and authentic authorities Herodotus, and Pomponius Mela. 
The latter says, L. 1, c.9,v. 97. Egyptii vetussimi (ut 
predicant) hominum trecentos et triginta reges ante Amasin, 
etsupra tredecim milium annorum etates, certis anpalibus 
referent: mandatumque litteris servant, dum Egyplii. sunt 
quater cursus suos vertisse sidera, ac solem jam bis occidisse, 
unde nunc eritur. 

The learned agree, that this passage is taken from three 

esin the HLuterpe of Herodotus, and which, to be 
made intelligible, should be accommodated to them. Hero- 
dotus, says, there were 341 kings in Egypt who reigned 
1340 years thus making each reign equal to a generation, or 
thirty three years and four months, and thus three reigns, as 
he says, make one hundred years: Mela then, instead of 
saying $30 kings, should have said 341 kings, and, “ supra 
undecim milum annorum etates,” instead of ‘supra trede- 
cm nilium, &c.” as otherwise, bis kings will bave reigned 
each six years more than ageneration, concerning the length 
ofwhich, the ancients were agreed. This being admitted, 
his, “ supre undecim milium amorum etates” will accord 
with the numbers of Herodotus, especially as Mela generally 
‘Xpresses himself in round numbers. I would pay, however, 
little attention, either to his 330 or 341 kings or to his above 
irleen ages of one thousand years each,.were it not for 
quater cursus suos vertisse sidera ac solem” which follows: 
a8;instead of “‘siera ac solem.” I would read, “ sideribus ac 
Pega &c.,” whence it would appear, that, since the Hin- 
Eb ay he Egypt, the sun had gone through four signs 

Zodiac, which would require a period of about 8640 
years: and by further admitting, that the sun had gone 
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through half the sign which preceded those four Sigus, and 
three fourths of the sign which followed after them. We 
shall have the above eleven ages of a thousand years of 
Mela and 11,340 years of Herodotus precisely: it requiring 
2140 years for the sun to pass backwards through a sign of 
thirty degrees, at the rate of seventy two years to a degree, 

Thus, the truth of what the Egyptian Priests reported, 
will be established by the known course of the heavenly 
bodies, which neither Herodotus nor Mela understanding, 
their testimony is the more to be relied on. The “ac jam 
bis occidesse unde nunc eritur,” although in perfect agree- 
ment with one of the passages of Herodotus, I hold to be 
both interpolations—or transferred from the margin into the 
text, the copyist perhaps not perceiving, from his ignorance 
in astronomy, that ‘“sidera” meant signs or constellations of 
the Zodiac. For otherwise, and according to the actual 
text of Mela, it was not surprising, that Egypt should be 
governed above thirteen ages of 1000 years each by Hindoo 
princes, WHEN THEY HAD ASTRONOMICAL ANNALS FOR ONE 
HUNDRED AND NINETY SIX THOUSAND YEARS, the period of 
four Platonic Great years, to which there is an evident al- 
lusion in those words, as also to the passage in Herodotus. 

Asa corroboration of this possession of Egypt by the 
Hindoos, surely, we may quote, that the architectural re- 
mains of Thebes bear no resemblance to any Grecian order, 
and preceded them probably many thousand years. It is 
difficult however to say, what appellation the Hindoos had 
while possessed of Egypt, certainly not “ Egyptians.” Vir- 
gil, indeed, in Georgic 4, 291, says: 


Et vividem Egyptum nigra secumdat arena, 
Et diversa 1ecens septem discurrit in ord 
Unque coloratis amnis (nilus) deveaus ab /ndis. 


I cannot avoid remarking, that the tradition of the Golden 
age unnoticed by Homet, arose from the memory of the 
tranquil state enjoyed by Egypt while under the dominion 
of these renowned Hindoos, and is a melancholy contrast to 
the disorders which ensued after they were driven into Ethio- 
pia and their original peninsula of India. I have no doubt, 
but the Ethiopians, are their degenerate descendants. To 
return, however, to my text. “ Jewish Chronology of 4000 

ears” !! | fear we must trouble their scavans and notorious 


iterati to try their ingenuity against these faithful records: 
this is all the notice they deserve: my mind is distressed to 
comtemplate the British Domination and tyranny displayed 
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ndred millions of souls, whose ancestors, 
ed sytem years ago, not only governed and enlighten- 
te tand Ethiopia; but actually colonized Lybia, Phe- 
5 Urctce Magna, Grecia—and other parts of Europe, 
oy ve them "HAT CODE OF CIVIL POLICY, WHICH CON- 
z sD THE GERM OF ALL that is even DOW excellent, and. 
Saieive to the ap Cay oa a a eg 
ix—but I trust the subject w 
I have been proli ds gs v nds 
PHOCION. 








TO MR. GEORGE HALE. 





Sin, Hull, April 8, 1825. 
HowgVER men in power may punish you it will appear to 
every impartial person that you are acting conscientiously 
like a sincere Christian. Whether your opinions, there- 
fore be well or ill founded, you are entitled to the respect of 
all sects and parties. [t is a curious circumstance that the 
really sincere Christians who aim to be consistent, should be 
frequently branded as hypocrites by those who are really 
hypocrites in. religion themselves. What a fuss many of 
these make in Bible Societies, Missionary Societies, &c. for 
the Jaudable purpose of humbugging the people! By a sort 
of accident, lonce got into company with a set of these 
aristocratic hypocrites, one of whom boasted that he had 
been building a Chapel for the use of the people, but pru- 
dently added, lest he should be suspected to be the Dupe of 
Priests, that as for himself, he did not care a ** Damn” for 

their religion, = ak be 

Your motives are evidently of a very different kind, but 
give meleave to tell you, that you will labour in vain to be a 
consistent and ratioual Christian. No, no. Religion requires a 
“Prostration of the understanding,” as a Right Reverend 
justly observed—With such a “ prostration” you may ad- 
mit the doctrine to be orthodox, that a king can do no moral 
‘wrong. If you would be a good Christian, you must not 
ratiocinate on such subjects: that carnal reasoning spoils re- 
us Should you however still persist in aiming to be 
Consistent and rational, pray be impartial, and pay the same 

ment to the congregation as you did to the priest. 
‘hen in response to the fourth Commandment, they im- 
y call on God, to “incline their hearts to keep” that 
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law, you may tell them that it is an “ abominable lie” for they 
never wish to observe the “‘seventh day,” as that law re- 
quires, Begging Mr. Carlile’s pardon, Sunday is the first 
day of the week, not the seventh*. Perbaps, in the true 
stile of theological Arithmeticiaas, they will tell you that 
jirst is the same as seventh and seventh the same as first. 

Then Mr. Hale at a time when we were paying Hessian, 
Hanoverian, Prussian or Austrian troops to fight for us, what 
truth was there in the Response: ‘‘ there is none other tbat 
fighteth for us but only thou, O God.” What a lie! 

I have left out the word ‘“ Because” which with the 
preceding sentence and the above, forms an admirable 
‘specimen of religious Logic. Mr. Carlile, if he chuses, can 
make a very pretty comment on it. 3 

In conclusion, Mr. Hale, [ will. inform you that when | 
find you have attended to the foregoing hints, I shall furnish 
you with some more of the same kind. In the meantime, | 
am, sincerely as regards yourself, 


AMICUS. 
* Begging pardon of Amicus, I ask why first or seventh: does 
he recollect the beginning of days ? | R. C. 





DEATH OF MR: JOSEPH ELLERKER, 
A Correspondent to The Republican, 





On the 10th of April died at Stockton-on-Tees, Joseph ElI- 
Jerker, Esq. of Greatham. He wasa native of the Island of 
Cuba. Few men knew the depth*of his mind: he spoke 
fluently and grammatically the French, Italian, German, 
Spanish, and English tongues: he wrote and understood the 
Greek and Latin languages: he was a profound Metaphy- 
sician, and a Materialist from deep. research and conviction. 
The machinery: of his body ceased its‘action in the last 
stage of pulmonary consumption. No phantom disturbed 
the serenity of his mind during’a long disease ;:he died as be 
lived, in the firm conviction, that:-wbentbe animal functions 
ceased to act, the component: particles afthis body would dis- 
unite, coalesce with other particles of ‘matter, and form other 
identities. | | 
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